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about the 3t. u eorge piece. Superficially it has a few good thoughts. Actually, it 
represents absolutely no "investigative journalism" at all. I can often spot that upon 
whihc ho has improvised and conjectured, presenting his notions as established fact. 

The faot is that some is incredibly wrong and some just not credible. Intelligence 
agencies, in practise, are over the barrel. They can’t really deny, 30 an awful lot 
ot garbage is accepted as manna. I’ve made a few marSs if you want to discuss this. They 
should remind me. Impossible for ‘lartinez to have been on assignment for the CIA at the 
break-in. CIA was not out of favor 1969. Helms given wider authority long after that. There 
are and have to be otlier significant "national security" inputs to the White House. Most 
obvious. State ^ept. ^ really doean^t know the intelligence community .well, not even 
from extensive reading. What interests me most of all iu tho possibility he is used by the 
revanchists of tho right within CIA, of whom Hunt was one. And even 9 x 1 quotes, I doubt 
authenticity. *V>k at the end, Holms being told the White House gang was arrested. None 
of them except McCord, who was nuver on the WH payroll. Tire o titers wop ^ubans only.Liddy 
Hunt and those of tho past and those of whom we do not know, not one. 'People are inclined 
to trust the printed word, especially if there is an initial appeal to, prejudices. Far 
from terror, the CIA was quite cooperative -.dth the White House sppoksl* remarkably, I’d 
say, considering everything, more titan has appeared in print. ...I started ‘'ackal and 
am glad to get it. Too much to do for much reading, only in-between niriutae. HW 10/29/73 




